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Box No. I Basis of the report 



PO X HOi I pqoio 1 . 

With regard to the language, this report is based on the international application in the language ,n which ,t was 
filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 



This report is based on translations from the original language into the following language , 
whfch tathe language of a translation furnished for the purposes of. 
□ international search (under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)) 
B 5,3, 

report as "originally filed" and are not annexed to this report): 



Description, Pages 

1-28 as originally filed 
Claims, Numbers 

1-22 as originally filed 
Drawings, Sheets 

1 /21 -21/21 as o n *9 ina,, y f i,ed 

□ a sequence listing and/or any related tabie(s) - see Supplemental Box Relating to Sequence Listing 

3. □ The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages 

□ the claims, Nos. 

□ the drawings, sheetsyfigs 

□ the sequence listing (specify): 

□ any table(s) related to sequence listing (specify): 

Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(c)). 

□ the description, pages 

□ the claims, Nos. 

□ the drawings, sheetstfigs 

□ the sequence listing (specify): 

□ any table(s) related to sequence listing (specify): 

~n r\€ sheets may be marked "superseded. " 

* If item 4 applies, some or all of these sneezs m y 
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Box No V Reasoned statement und er Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
!nnlioabUitv: dBSS™d explanations supporting such statement . _ 



Statement 
Novelty (N) 



Inventive step (IS) 
Industrial applicability (IA) 



Yes: 


Claims 


1-13,15-22 


No: 


Claims 


14 


Yes: 


Claims 


8-12 


No: 


Claims 


1-7,13-22 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-22 


No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations (Rule 70.7): 
see separate sheet 



Box No. VIH Certain observations on the international application 



The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the 
claims are fully supported by the description, are made: 



see separate sheet 
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Re Item V. 

1 The following documents can be referred to in this communication : 



D1 : 
D2 : 
D3 
D4 
D5 



US A1-2002 174025 (MATHEWSON JAMES M ET AL) 21 November 2002 
WO-A-00 67546 (SIEMENS AG) 9 November 2000 (2000-1 1-09) 
US-A1-2002 188259 (HICKLE RANDALL S ET AL) 12 December 2002 
WO-A-01 45013 (ONEWARRANTY COM INC) 21 June 2001 
EP-A-1 345 164 (EM MICROELECTRONIC MARIN SA) 17 September 2003 



2. Independent claim 14. 

2 1 Document D2 discloses a method for writing informations in an IC tag placed on a 
orinted-circuit-board (PCB) consisting in writing informations (lnformat»onen uber die 
uZ^r bestacicen Bauelemente) about a component in the »C tag I ( -spender 
13) mounted on the PCB at the time when the component .s mounted on the PCB. 
[page 2, lines 18-33 ; page 5, lines 25-36] 

2.2. The subject-matter of claim 14 is therefore not new (Article 33(2) PCT). 
3. Independent claims 1 and 15. 

3.1 The subject-matter of claim 1 is not inventive in the sense of Article 33(4) PCT. 

3.2 Document D1 discloses a method for identifying an product to be recalled 
comprising the steps of : 

[paragraphs 31-32, 37, 42-45] 

-collecting informations stored in an .C-tag (storage unit 80, RF.D tag 81) attached to a 
Droduct via a communication network ; ...... 

checking to collected informations with respect to correspond.ng .nformat.ons 
(^Prop^e databases) related to the product to be ^ f ^»~^*" 
to be recalled based on a checking result and informat.ons stored ,n the IC-tag. 

3 3 Applying the method disclosed in document D1 concerning products in general to 
IppaZusJ^ in claim 1 would be achieved by the skill person without 
the exercise of any inventive skill. 
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3 4 The same reasoning applies, mutatis mutandis, to independent claim 1 5 which 
defines a corresponding subject-matter, and therefore is also considered not inventive. 

4. Independent claims 16,18. 

4.-I . The subject-matter of claim 1 6 is not inventive in the sense of Article 33(4) PCT. 

4.2. Document D1 discloses a device for identifying a product to be recalled 
comprising : 

[paragraphs 44-45 ; figures 5 & 6] 

-a collecting unit (communication interface 16) operable to collect informations stored in 
an IC-tag (storage unit 80, RFID tag 81) attached to a product via a commun.cat.on 
network (short range wireless communications 22) ; iAanii *, «f 

-a unit (data processor 14) searching appropriate databases, on receiving the .dentity of 
products, to determine if any recall messages exist on this products. 

4 3 Although the document D1 does not disclose the detained architecture of the data 
processor 14 being linked to a communication interface and to databases, and having 
the tasks to compare acquired data with corresponding data previously memonzed in 
some databases, it is obvious to the skill person to implement such a unit with a central 
processing unit and some memories without the exercise of any inventive skill. 

4 4 Document D1 further discloses a system (system 400) including a device 
(shopping cart attachment device 50) having a reading unit (RFID tag reader 56). 

The previous reasoning applies therefore to independent claim 18 which is also 
considered not inventive. 

5. Dependent claims. 

5 1 Dependent claims 2-7, 13, 17, 19-22 do not contain any features which, in 
combination with the features of any claim to which they refer, meet the requ.rements of 
the PCT in respect of inventive step for the following reasons. 

-the additional feaures of claims 7, 1 3 are disclosed in document D1 . 
-the additional features of claim 3 are disclosed in document D2. 
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-claims 2 4-6 : the number and the type of informations on which thechecking is based 
.acquired informations in the IC-tag and informations ,n databases cannot be 

S^"^ "^SSL^ to the genera, knowledge of the ski,, 
person. 

5.2. Claims 8-12. 

The combination of the features of dependent claims 8-12 is neither known from nor 
tendered I obvious by, the available prior art. None of the documents relevant for the 
Lubtect matter of the independent claims discloses the use of a firmware and therefore 
me upd^ng of such a firmware after the identification of the apparatus ,s norther 
disclosed. 

Re Item VIII. 



6. Clarity. 

Dependent claim 7 introduces "the display unit", wh ™°^ b ~ n 
defined in previous claims 1-6 and therefore lacks of clanty (Article 6 PCT). 
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